Constituents may elect representatives with or without a military background because they themselves feel that voting "correctly" on military affairs is important. Unfortunately, preferences of constituents regarding military aspects are usually unobservable which makes it difficult to distinguish whether decisions of members of parliament are influenced by their personal background or by their duty to represent their constituents. (2) While it is fairly easy to identify parliamentary decisions affecting the military, it is not always obvious which of them are pro-or anti-military. Thus, an external classification of issues by military experts is required which is independent of the parliamentary decision itself. In this article we deal with both challenges by analyzing differences in legislative voting on pro-and anti-military issues by parliamentary representatives with different military backgrounds.
In Switzerland, constituents reveal their preferences for parliamentary proposals by voting in referenda (see Schneider et al. 1981; Portmann et al. 2012) . The wording of the referenda is identical to the legislative proposals dealt with in parliament. Thus, we observe constituents' preferences and, at the same time, decisions of members of parliament in final roll call votes. We use official voting recommendations for referenda issued by expert specialists to identify military affairs and military preferences. These expert specialists are two official military organizations, i.e. the Swiss Officers Society and the Non-commissioned Officers Society. Finally, we collected personal data on the military service and ranks for all Swiss legislators in office from 2000 to 2011. With this setting we investigate whether military background of a member of parliament explains personal voting behavior in parliament related to military affairs, always taking into account revealed constituents' preferences for the same legislative issues.
Our empirical results unequivocally show that members of parliament with a military background have a significantly higher probability of voting pro-military. The quantitative influence of a military background on legislative voting is not affected by other personal characteristics such as party affiliations or by controlling for constituents' preferences. This is a relevant result and no other study so far was able to account for constituents' preferences in such natural way. However, it is challenging to interpret the finding: While it suggests that bringing more politicians with a military background to parliament increases the likelihood that pro-military proposals will be accepted, it remains unclear whether the military service makes politicians more pro-military or whether members of parliament who served tended to be more pro-military in the first place before even serving in the military.
Our setting provides indicative evidence that the military service does not make individuals more pro-military but rather that motivation to advance in the military explains promilitary voting. Conscription is compulsory in Switzerland but conscription requirements were relaxed over time. We observe politicians who just served as soldiers or non-commissioned officers and others who have chosen to become officers or non-commissioned officers.
Exploiting differences between age groups and military ranks allows us to distinguish a potential selection effect of advancing in the military form the treatment effect of serving in the military. Results tend to indicate that any differential voting pattern occurs most likely due to selection, i.e. pro-military motivated individuals tend to be promoted to higher army ranks and vote more pro-military when in parliament later on. Simply serving compulsory time in the military, in contrast, does not induce future politicians to vote more pro-military.
The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: Section II relates our contribution to the existing literature. Section III presents the institutional setting, our data and the identification strategy. Empirical baseline results for the influence of the military service on the probability to represent military interests are presented in Section IV. Section V elaborates on whether differences in voting emerge from individual selection into higher military ranks or whether compulsory service in the military affects attitudes towards the military. Finally, Section VI offers some concluding remarks and discusses policy consequences.
II. RELATED LITERATURE
This paper is related to at least three different strands of research.
First, it relates to the literature on military spending and conflict which theoretically and empirically explores most diverse factors (see Hoeffler 2004, 2006; Dunne et al. 2008; Gadea et al. 2004; Yildrim and Sezgin 2005; Nikolaidou 2008ab; Dunning 2011) .
Democratic institutions may help to regulate the allocation of power and prevent conflicts (see Robinson 2006, 2008) but commitment problems may even exist in democratic societies (see Fearon 2004; Powell 2004; Frey and Luechinger 2008; Dort et al. 2014) . We analyze military background as an individual characteristic of politicians which may help explain differential commitment of politicians in a democratic society and behavior in parliament.
Second, it contributes to the expanding literature on explaining legislative behavior and choices of politicians. Articles studying the influence of candidate's personal valence indicate that if voters consider such aspects, politicians have a potential leeway in their decisions (see Groseclose 2001; Zakharov 2009; Adams et al. 2010; Padovano 2013) . Apart from pure electoral competition (see Downs 1957ab) , other factors may explain legislative choices such as gender (see Gagliarducci and Paserman 2012; Stadelmann et al. 2014) , having daughters (see Washington 2008) , links to civil service (see Braendle and Stutzer 2010) , or other personal socio-economic characteristics and preferences (see Ågren et al. 2007; Padovano and Ricciutti 2009; Freier and Thomasius 2012, Okulicz-Kozaryn 2014) . This strand of literature highlights the importance of politicians' individual characteristics and personal backgrounds. We analyze how serving in the military influences legislative voting on security affairs.
Third, the paper is also connected to the literature on the effect of personal motivation on political choices as opposed to the literature which highlights ideology as an important factor for explaining politicians' behavior (see Garfinkel 1994; Levitt 1996; Poole and Rosenthal 1997; Brunner et al. 2013) . For voting on military issues ideology has been highlighted as a major factor (see Lindsay 1990; Carsey and Rundquist 1999) but economic interests play a role too (see Fordham 2008) . Other related literature analyzes the influences of conscription on societal variables and choices (see Teigen 2006; Sasson-Levy 2007; Vasquez III 2005) . We distinguish the influence of conscription as well as differences in attitudes and motivation for serving in the military when analyzing legislative decisions, and we show that personal motivation plays a significant role for explaining legislative choices in military affairs independent of party ideology, constituents' preferences, and district (economic) interests. Citizens may challenge proposed laws with a referendum by collecting signatures of approximately 1% of the national electorate. Amendments to the constitution are automatically subject to a mandatory referendum. By advancing a so called initiative and collecting the signatures of approximately 2% of the national electorate, citizens can demand a popular vote on their own proposals for a constitutional amendment (see Frey 1994) . Referenda reflect revealed preferences for policies as they permit constituents to rank them against the status quo (see Schneider et al. 1981; Portmann et al. 2012; Carey and Hix 2013) and they entail real policy outcomes and consequences. This is a first distinctive feature of our data. The empirical strategy is to match referendum results for each constituency with its representatives' final roll call vote in parliament on the identical military issues with the same wording. We obtain external validity for our setting as politicians cannot simply follow the revealed choices of their constituents. Similar to countries without referenda, Swiss representatives do not perfectly know what their constituency wants when deciding in parliament but they have to revert to standard means to predict constituents' preferences (see Garrett 1999; Brunner et al. 2013 Table A1 in the Appendix presents the list of referenda with a short description of the topics and the voting recommendations (the original text of each referendum in three official languages can be found on the parliamentary homepage and we provide the number of the referendum). Importantly, many referenda are not unequivocally related to military budgets (e.g. the referendum on "Protecting the population against the noise of jets in tourism areas").
III. DATA AND IDENTIFICATION

Institutional setting and data
Moreover, even reforms which reduce military budgets (e.g. "Changes regarding the organization of the federal army and increasing its flexibility (XXI army reform act)") may be recommended for acceptance if they strengthen the military via reorganization as argued by the expert specialists.
Switzerland's national army originates from the cantonal troops of the earlier Confederation. Since its formal establishment, it constitutes a militia army of all able-bodied at their private homes. The reforms described here, the fact whether military equipment should be stocked at home, or whether the army should be abolished at all were at some point in time subject to a referendum. Detailed information on the Swiss military system is provided by the Federal Department of Defense, Civil Protection and Sport.
We collected for all members of parliament information on whether they served in the military and on their military ranks plus additional personal and district characteristics. Due to the data structure and the institutional setting, all variables are actually observed, i.e. we did not impute any values. 5 The average probability of an individual member of parliament to accept a military proposal in parliament is 51.2%; it is 32.7% if the proposal is against the military while it is 75.7% if the proposal is pro-military. 44.9% of decisions in our sample are 4 Foreigners living in Switzerland have neither to serve nor to pay any exemption taxes but do not vote for politicians or in referenda. 5 We stress this point because any researcher in this field will know that often certain values (in particular regarding preferences) have to be approximated or imputed.
made by members of parliament who served in the army. On average, constituents accept referenda against the military with 29.6% and pro-military proposals with 59.2%. Table A2 in the Appendix presents descriptive statistics and the data sources for all variables employed.
Empirical strategy
The empirical strategy to analyze whether members of parliament with a military background vote differently on military affairs than members without such a background follows directly from the institutional setting: We observe final roll call votes by members of parliament and we know whether they either did or did not serve in the military. We also 
IV. EMPIRICAL RESULTS OF THE QUASI-EXPERIMENT
Descriptive evidence Figure 1 and the accompanying table illustrate the central motivation and baseline results of this paper. The figure depicts the probability that a member of parliament, who has either served in the army or not, votes yes on proposals which are either anti-or pro-military. We observe that the probability to accept a proposition against the military is 15.9% if the member of parliament served in the military. If the proposition is pro-military and the member of parliament also served in the military the probability to vote yes is 73.4% and thus 57.5%-points higher. The picture is different for a member of parliament who did not serve in the military. The probability to accept a proposition which is against the military is 46.4% and, thus, already 30.5%-points higher than for a member of parliament who served. If the proposition is pro-army the probability to vote yes increases by approximately 31.1%-points to 77.6%. While the probability to accept increases for both groups of members of parliament, i.e. those who served in the military and those who did not, the increase is higher for members of parliament who actually served in the military. The difference-in-difference is 26.4%-points and statistically significant. In simple words, the difference in the probability to accept an antiarmy proposals vs. a pro-army proposal is significantly higher for members of parliament who served in the military themselves than for members of parliament who did not serve.
Consequently, first descriptive evidence shows that members of parliament who served in the military tend to be more aligned with pro-military positions than members who did not serve. 6 In particular, it is conceivable that if constituents are pro-military, they will rather accept pro-military proposals and are more likely to elect a politician with military background. Not controlling for constituents preferences will, in such a case, bias the coefficient of the interaction term upwards as serving in the military captures pro-military preferences of the constituency. Notes: ***, **, and * indicate a mean significance level of <1%, 1-5%, and 5-10%, respectively. In column (1) we reproduce the results of Figure 1 in an OLS setting. We observe that the interaction term between the identifier for whether a member of parliament served in the military and whether the proposal is pro-military is positive and significant. Members of parliament who served, tend to accept pro-military propositions more often compared to members of parliament who did not serve.
The effect of serving in the military when controlling for constituents' preferences
7 Standard errors are clustered by constituency in recognition of the likelihood that observations in the same constituency are not independent. . DE stands for discrete effect of the interaction term in logit models, i.e., the change in the probability to vote yes if "(Served in military) * (Proposal pro-military)" is equal to 1 when all other variables are evaluated at their median values (see Ai and Norton 2003; Puhani 2012 ). ***, **, and * indicate a mean significance level of <1%, 1-5%, and 5-10%, respectively.
In specification (2) we control for preferences of a representative's constituency. While other studies may approximate preferences for the military by, for example, economic interests due to military bases in a constituency, we directly observe constituents preferences. If the preferences of a constituency are to accept a policy proposal, its representatives are, in general, expected to tend to accept it too. The coefficient for representing constituents' preferences, 4, is indeed positive and significant. Important for our case is the fact that the interaction term between the identifier of whether a member of parliament served or not and whether the proposition is pro-army remains highly significant, positive and of similar magnitude compared to specification (1). 8 Thus, members of parliament who served in the army are less likely to accept anti-army propositions and react stronger to whether a proposition is pro-army instead of anti-army, independent of constituents' preferences.
As is common in the literature on legislative voting, we also include a large number of additional control variables in specification (3) and district fixed effects in specification (4).
Again, independent of constituents preferences, members of parliament who served in the army are less likely to accept anti-army propositions and more likely to accept pro-army propositions than parliamentarians who did not serve. As conscription is limited to men it is important to control for the legislator's gender. Women can voluntarily serve in the army but, no female representative in our sample has chosen to do so. We take account of age, service length, whether a member of parliament has children, marriage, and education. Importantly, we also control for party affiliation as members of left parties may be more prone to express themselves against the military which may affect our interaction term. Finally, fixed district characteristics such as military bases may also have an influence on the behavior of representatives when voting in parliament. The interaction term between having served in the army and whether a proposition is pro-army is positive, statistically significant and its quantitative magnitude is with approximately 22%-points only slightly smaller compared to earlier specifications. In specifications (5) and (6) we run logit versions of specifications (2) and (4). Results remain similar to earlier estimates, i.e. the interaction term is positive and highly significant. The discrete effect of the interaction term points to a large effect of serving in the army.
9 Table 2 presents a number of robustness tests for different subsamples. Members of parliament with a military background tend to vote more pro-military than members of parliament without such a background even when constituents accept the referendum with a majority (columns 1 and 2) and when referendum decisions are tight and preferences of constituents may be hard to predict (columns 3 and 4). Moreover, excluding female politicians from the dataset does not affect the interaction term which remains positive, significant, and similar in size (columns 5 and 6). These specifications indicate that men who served in the military act more pro-military than men who did not serve. Thus, our results are not driven by differences between men and women regarding voting behavior on military issues. Members of parliament who served in the army are less likely to accept anti-army propositions and more likely to accept pro-army propositions than parliamentarians who did not serve but otherwise have the same characteristics. This effect is independent of constituents' preferences, party affiliations, and district specific effects. Thus, our contribution shows that personal military background matters for legislative decisions on military issues.
So far we do not show anything more, nor anything less. Most importantly, this does not necessarily imply that putting potential members of parliament before their parliamentary career into the military will subsequently change their behavior.
V. EXPLORING THE CHANNELS OF MILITARY BACKGROUND ON PARLIAMENTARY VOTING
Exploiting differences in military ranks
Conscription is compulsory in Switzerland. However, the selection into higher military ranks may depend on motivation for the military, which may also explain future legislative decisions. We can investigate whether the stronger pro-military voting behavior by representatives with military background is due to pre-existing differences in attitudes and motivations for the military of whether the compulsory military service shapes future voting decisions. Our data allows us to distinguish politicians who chose to advance in the military from those who only served as soldiers due to conscription requirements. Officers and non-commissioned officers have chosen to try to become promoted. In contrast, simple soldiers did not chose to serve but were forced by conscription. Their voting behavior can be compared to individuals who did not have to serve. Table 3 suggest that it is motivation for the military rather than having served in the military which shapes legislative voting. 
Results in
Notes:
The dependent variable for all estimations is "MP votes YES". Robust clustered standard error estimates for constituencies are reported throughout the table. Other controls include all additional variables used in Table 1(4). For the subsets in (3) to (6) the controls "Age" and "Age squared" are not included. "IE" stands for the interaction term of "Proposal pro-military" with the respective identifier for military ranks. ***, **, and * indicate a mean significance level of <1%, 1-5%, and 5-10%, respectively.
In specifications (1) and (2) we analyze three different interaction terms. Results point to a large, positive and highly significant interaction term for politicians who served as officers, a slightly smaller but still important and significant positive interaction term for politicians who served as non-commissioned officers (NCO), and an insignificant and small interaction term for politicians in the soldier ranks, always compared a to politicians who did not (have to)
serve. These findings suggest that politicians who chose a military career in the militia as officers or non-commissioned officers tend to be particularly pro-military. However, individuals who had to serve in the military (in the soldier ranks) due to conscription requirements are not more inclined to vote pro-military than politicians who did not have to serve. We also test whether the interaction terms are different from each other. There is no difference for the interaction term with serving as an officer and the interaction term with serving as a non-commissioned officer. However, there is always a significant difference between these two interaction terms and the interaction term for simple soldiers. Actively choosing a military career in the militia leads to a voting behavior which is more pro-military controlling for constituents preferences as well as a large array of other characteristics and district fixed effects. 
Refinements for age and socialization
It could be argued, though, that having to serve in the military positively motivates some individuals to choose to achieve higher ranks. In such a situation the initial conscription influences motivation which then leads to more pro-military legislative voting. Although, such an effect would be required to work through personal characteristics which we cannot observe or control for, it is not possible to fully exclude such a channel of influence. Analyzing differences in age and conscription requirements allows us, however, to provide further indicative evidence on the role of this channel. Exploiting differences in age will also alleviate concerns that some individuals with strong preferences against the military may have tried to appear as not being able-bodied in medical tests and, if successful, they had not to serve.
After the World War II, conscription was more comprehensive than in later periods.
Medical tests were strict and social pressure to serve in the military was high. In the 1950ies
and 60ies large numbers of soldiers were even forced to serve as non-commissioned officers and to pass the respective training which took about half a year. But soldiers only very rarely were forced to become officers. We identify a dummy variable which indicates whether politicians were already 18 years of age in 1968 around the time when the Swiss militia army had its highest number of conscripts. 11 1968 was also seen in many countries as the high of liberal student and citizen movements. Thus, the dummy variable captures whether politicians currently in parliament served during the time where many men had to serve as soldiers and even as non-commissioned officers.
In specifications (3) and (4) we interact the identifier of whether a member of parliament served in the military with the identifier whether the proposition was pro-military. We focus on the subsample of politicians who were 18 in 1968 in specification (3) and on politicians who
were not 18 in 1968 in specification (4). In both cases we observe a significant and positive interaction term. However, the interaction term in specification (4) is by 17 percentage points significantly larger than in specification (3). 12 Thus, members of parliament who served but
were not yet 18 in 1968 have a higher probability to accept a pro-military proposal than those who served and were already 18 in 1968. As it was more difficult to avoid conscription prior to 1968, these results highlight the importance of initial motivation for the military.
Exploring the data in greater detail, motivational effects seem to be the central factor why politicians with a military background tend to vote rather pro-military. Specifications (5) and (6) distinguish between different army ranks and age groups. Officers and non-commissioned officers tend to have a higher probability to vote pro-army than members of parliament who did not serve. The interaction effects for officers who (always) chose to become officers in both time periods are positive and statistically significant in both specifications. 
Notes:
The interaction effects for soldiers are never statistically significant such that soldiers cannot be statistically distinguished from other members of parliament who did not (have to) serve in the military. 13 In the sample of individuals who were already 18 in 1968 the interaction term between serving as non-commissioned officer and proposition pro-military is not significant. This suggests that in the past a certain number of non-commissioned officers had to serve and did not choose to become non-commissioned offices. The situation changes when looking at the sample of individuals who became 18 only after 1968. There we observe that officers and non-commissioned officers exhibit a much higher probability to vote pro-military than soldiers and the rest of representatives who did not serve. After 1968 non-commissioned officers rather chose to become non-commissioned officers: They are a selection of more promilitary men than their older counterparts and vote accordingly in parliament. 
The dependent variable for all estimations is "MP votes YES". Robust clustered standard error estimates for constituencies are reported throughout the table. ***, **, and * indicate a mean significance level of below 1 %, between 1 and 5 %, and between 5 and 10 %, respectively.
